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DETAILED ACTION 

Oath/Declaration 

1. The oath or declaration is defective. A new oath or declaration in compliance 
with 37 CFR 1.67(a) identifying this application by application number and filing date is 
required. See MPEP §§ 602.01 and 602.02. 

The oath or declaration is defective because: 

Non-initialed and/ or non-dated alterations have been made to the oath or 
declaration. See 37 CFR 1.52(c). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 
21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 4, 8, 10-13, 26, 29, 30, 31, and 33 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Robinson et al. (US 6,8143,474). 

With regard to claim 1, and the limitation of an Electronic Learning System (ELS) 
that provides access to an electronic course that is not a part of the ELS, Robinson et al. 
disclose an electronic learning environment, or "eCHALK" (Item 100 in Fig. 2) which 
provides access to educational content hosted by external third party content providers 
(element 70, Fig. 2; Col. 2: 21-24). 
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With regard to the limitation of a front end that exchanges communications with 
the external system to obtain access to the electronic course, Robinson et al. disclose that 
the eCHALK system communicates with third party content providers in order to 
retrieve educational content (Col 13: 60-67, Col. 14: 1-6; See also Figs. 2 and 7). 

With regard to the limitation of a learning portal that runs software to view the 
electronic course, Robinson et al. disclose accessing the eCHALK through Web 
browsers on computers (Col. 9: 23-41, Item 40 in Fig. 2). 

With regard to the limitation of a back end that stores information that relates to 
the electronic course, Robinson et al. disclose a Directory Service Processor in the 
eCHALK system which stores data pertaining to the relationship of student and a 
school. 

With regard to claim 4, and the limitation of a launch command with which the 
student begins the course, Robinson et al. disclose that a student enters a User ID and 
password to activate the function of delivering the third party content to the student 
(Col. 14: 7-18). 

With regard to claim 8, and the limitation of communications comprising 
commands transmitted from the ELS to the external system and replies from the 
external system to the ELS, Robinson et al. disclose communication between the 
eCHALK system and third party content party providers via the Internet (Fig. 2). 
Robinson et al. disclose the eCHALK system and the third party content providers as 
components of an Educational Content Communications System (Col. 1: 15-25) 
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With regard to claim 10, and the limitation of the back end obtaining metadata 
from the external system, Robinson et al. disclose that the eCHALK system can retrieve 
user information from the third party content providers (Col. 8: 8-14). 

With regard to claim 11, and the limitation of the external system containing a 
course catalog that contains descriptions of courses, Robinson et al. disclose that the 
educational content hosted by third party providers can include course descriptions and 
curriculum requirements (Col. 5: 19-25). 

With regard to claim 12, and the limitation of the learning portal, front end and 
back end all being on a single computer, Robinson et al. disclose that the invention 
includes at least one server and at least one client computer (Col. 4: 13-18). The server 
hosts the educational content (item 70 in Fig. 2), and the client computer would make 
up the eCHALK system (Item 100 in Fig. 2), in the embodiment in which there is only 
one client computer. 

With regard to claim 13, Robinson et al. disclose that the eCHALK system may 
include a plurality of computers (Col. 6: 19-27). 

With regard to claim 26, and the limitation of a machine-readable medium that 
stores instructions to access, via an electronic learning system, an electronic course 
hosted on an external system, Robinson et al. discloses that the eCHALK system 
comprises computers (Col. 6: 19-34). 

With regard to claim 29, Robinson et al. disclose the limitation of receiving 
metadata from the electronic course, as described above in the rejection to claim 10. 
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Robinson et al. also disclose that the data can be managed or processed by a user (Col. 
3: 35-42). 

With regard to claim 30, Robinson et al. disclose that a course description may be 
included, as described above in the rejection to claim 11. 

With regard to claim 31, Robinson et al. disclose that the eCHALK can store data 
about the external system, as described above in the rejection to claim 1. 

With regard to claim 33, Robinson et al. disclose an electronic learning system 
that provides access to an external course, as described above in the rejection to claim 1. 
With regard to the limitation of a means for exchanging communications with the 
external system to obtain access to the electronic course, Robinson et al. disclose the 
Internet (Item 45 in Fig. 2). With regard to the limitation of a means for presenting the 
electronic course, Robinson et al. disclose presenting the third party content to the user 
(Item 650 in Fig. 7). With regard to the limitation of a means for collecting information 
that relates to the electronic course, Robinson et al. disclose a Directory Service 
Processor that processes all in-coming communications for the eCHALK system (Col. 6: 
40-49). Robinson et al. also disclose a Load Balancing server through which all incoming 
communication to the eCHALK system muss pass (Col. 6: 24-26). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 2, 3, 5, 6, 7, 14-17, 19, 20, 21-24, 27, 32, 34, and 35-37 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Robinson et al. in view of Eisendrath et al. (US 
6,347,333). 

With regard to claim 2, Robinson et al. disclose that an administrator designates 
which third-party content is available to which students (Col. 13: 52-59). Robinson et al. 
do not disclose a register command used to register the student with the external 
system. Eisendrath et al. disclose a financial services area in which students may 
register for classes (Col. 2, lines 27-30). 

With regard to claim 3, Robinson et al. do not disclose an enroll command with 
which the student may enroll in the electronic course. Eisendrath et al. disclose a 
registrar function with which students may enroll in courses (Col. 7, lines 33-35). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the register and enroll functions of Eisendrath et al. into the invention of 
Robinson et al. These functions would provide the advantage of allowing the student to 
selectively enroll in a specific curriculum. Additionally, being able to register and enroll 
electronically would be more convenient than traveling to a registrar's office on a 
physical campus. 
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With regard to claims 5, 15, and 27, Robinson et al. do not disclose the limitation 
of a track command with which student activity can be monitored. Eisendrath et al. 
teach an online virtual campus system in which the student may view his or her 
academic record and track educational progress Col. 8: 23-25). 

With regard to claim 6, Robinson et al do not disclose the limitation of a 
response to the track command. Eisendrath et al. teach that the user may receive 
degrees, diplomas and transcripts from the online virtual campus (Col. 8: 26-30). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the teaching of Eisendrath et al. into the invention of Robinson et al. in 
order to provide an interactive educational system in which a student may track his or 
her activity with regard to the course. Such a feature would be beneficial in that it 
would allow a student to decide if he or she needed to study more, or even drop a class, 
due to bad performance. 

With regard to claim 7 and 32, Robinson et al. do not disclose receiving 
information from the external system including a percentage of viewed material from 
the course, a test score, or an amount of time spent viewing material from the course. 
Eisendrath et al. disclose a registrar function can issue transcripts, academic progress 
and grades (Col. 8, lines 5-8). A test score would be one of the grades. Eisendrath et al. 
disclose that academic progress would include progress through aggregate course 
modules, or a percentage of material viewed from the course (Col. 1: 65 - Col. 2: 1). A 
transcript would include a listing of courses completed by the student. With regard to 
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the limitation of information including an amount of time spent viewing material, 
Eisendrath et al. teach that the database can be updated in real time, tracking 
completion of each individual element by the student as it occurs (Col. 8: 49-51). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to 
incorporate the teaching of Eisendrath et al. into the invention of Robinson et al. in 
order to allow a teacher or student to view quantitative information such as grades in 
order to gauge performance in the course. 

With regard to claim 14, Robinson et al. discloses a front end that issues 
commands to obtain access to the electronic course, as described above in the rejection 
to claim 1. Robinson et al. disclose the limitation of a launch command, as described 
above in the rejection to claim 4. Robinson et al. do not disclose a register command or 
an enroll command. Eisendrath et al. teach these limitations, as described above in the 
rejections to claims 2 and 3, respectively. 

With regard to claim 15, Robinson et al. disclose the limitation of a track 
command is addressed above in the rejection to claim 5. 

With regard to claim 16, Robinson et al. do not disclose the ELS receiving a 
response comprising a percentage of material from the course that has been viewed, a 
test score, and amount of time spent viewing course material. Eisendrath teaches these 
features, as described above in the rejection to claim 7. It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate the teaching of 
Eisendrath et al. into the invention of Robinson et al. in order to provide a teacher or a 
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student with information pertaining to the student's progress in order to determine the 
efficiency of the invention for educational purposes. 

With regard to claim 17, Robinson et al. disclose a back end that retrieves 
metadata as described above in the rejection to claim 10. Robinson et al. disclose that the 
metadata may comprise a course catalog, as described above in the rejection to claim 11. 
Robinson et al. disclose that the metadata may be edited by the user, as described above 
in the rejection to claim 29. 

With regard to claims 19 and 20, and the limitation of the ELS accessing the 
external system over a network comprising the Internet, Robinson et al. disclose 
communication between the eCHALK system and third party content providers via the 
Internet (Item 45 in Fig. 2). 

With regard to claim 21, Robinson et al. disclose electronic learning system 
comprising a front end to mediate access to an electronic course hosted on an external 
system, as described in the rejection to claim 1. With regard to the limitation of the front 
end interacting with the external system through a series of commands that contain 
identification and control information, Robinson et al. discloses the third party content 
host and client computer executing server and client programs, respectively, along with 
server and client inputs and outputs for communication between the computers (Col. 4: 
13-18). Robinson et al. also disclose that the external server interacts with the client 
computers through a Load Balancing Server, which serves the purpose of identifying 
which client computers are permitted to access content on the third party server (Col. 6: 
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19-34). Robinson et al. do not discloses the limitation of the front end receiving 
responses including a response relating to the progress through the electronic course. 
Eisendrath et al. teach this limitation, as described above in the rejection to claim 7. 

With regard to claim 22, Robinson et al. disclose a back end obtaining metadata 
containing a description of the electronic course from the external system, as described 
above in the rejection to claim 11. 

With regard to claim 23, Robinson et al. disclose a learning portal that runs a web 
browser (Col. 7: 36-39). 

With regard to claim 24, Robinson et al. disclose the limitation of a launch and 
command, as described above in the rejections to claims 4. Robinson et al. do not 
disclose a track, register or enroll command. Eisendrath et al. teach these limitations as 
described above in the rejections to claims 5, 2, and 3, respectively. 

With regard to claim 34, Robinson et al. disclose a Load Balancing server, which 
mediates access to the third party content, as described above in the rejection to claim 
33. With regard to the limitation of the electronic learning system interacting with the 
external system through a series of commands that contain identification and control 
information, Robinson et al. disclose this feature as described above in the rejection to 
claim 21. Robinson et al. do not disclose the limitation of the ELS receiving a response 
relating to progress through the electronic course. Eisendrath et al. teach this feature, as 
described above in the rejection to claim 21. 
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With regard to claim 35, Robinson et al. disclose an electronic learning system 
that hosts an electronic course, as described above in the rejection to claim 1. Robinson 
et al. also disclose a second electronic learning system that accesses the electronic course 
over a network, as described above in the rejection to claim 19. Robinson et al. disclose 
the limitation of a launch command, as described above in the rejection to claim 4. With 
regard to the limitation of a response to the launch command, Robinson et al. disclose 
that third party content is delivered to the student after he or she has entered a 
password and User Identification (Item 650 in Fig. 7; Col. 14: 7-18). Robinson et al. do 
not disclose a register command or an enroll command. Eisendrath et al. teach these 
limitations, as described above in the rejections to claims 2 and 3, respectively. 

With regard to claim 36, Robinson et al. disclose that the components of the 
system are linked together by HTTP protocols (Col. 5: 40-47; Col. 5: 57-67). 

With regard to claim 37, Robinson et al. disclose that the educational content may 
be accessed via web page links (Col. 3: 28-42). 

4. Claims 9, 18, 25, and 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Robinson et al. in view of Linderman (US 20020032790). Robinson et al. do not 
disclose transmission of commands in accordance with SOAP protocol. Linderman 
teaches an object-oriented communications system over the Internet, which utilizes the 
SOAP protocol. Linderman teaches that SOAP offers the advantage of allowing network 
elements to be remotely controlled beyond a firewall (Paragraph [0019]). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of invention to incorporate 
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the teaching of Linderman into the invention of Robinson et al. in order to allow objects 
to be remotely controlled whether or not a firewall is present. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joshua D. Crabtree whose telephone number is 571-272- 
8962. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30, Mon-Fri. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert P. Olszewski can be reached on (571) 272-6788. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Joshua D. Crabtree 
571-272-8962 
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